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To  The  Honorable  the  Mayor: 

The  Finance  Commission  has  taken  an  active  interest  in 
Boston's  parking  meter  program  since  the  inception  of  that  program. 
The  Introduction  of  vandal-resistant  meters  in  1965.  the  visible  tag- 
ging system  for  parked  cars,  the  establishment  of  a  corps  of  Parking 
Meter  Supervisors  with  adequate  authority  and  reasonable  revisions 
In.parking  fee  structures  have  become  a  reality,  in  part  at  least,  as 
a  result  of  the  recommendations  of  this  Commission. 

In  the  Commission's  last  report  on  this  subject,  dated  May 
l4j  1970,  we  reported  that  between  1966  and  1969  parking  meter  re- 
ceipts had  dropped  by  \1%   from  $963:,  307  to  $848,709,  while  during  the 
same  three -year  period  the  cost  of  the  parking  meter  program  in- 
creased almost  three -fold  from  $247,008  to  $696,820.   We  noted  in  that 
report  that  while  the  purpose  of  parking  meters  is  to  allocate  curb- 
side  parking  space  on  an  equitable  basis  and  not  to  raise  revenue, 
nevertheless,  any  sound  parking  meter  program  should  be  self-sustain- 
ing. Accordingly,  we  recommended  that  there  be  an  increase  in  park- 
ing meter  rates  to  meet  the  increased  costs  of  administration  and 
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To  The  Honorable  the  Mayor: 

The  Finance  Commission  has  taken  an  active  interest  in 
Boston's  parking  meter  program  since  the  inception  of  that  program. 
The  introduction  of  vandal -resistant  meters  in  1965^  the  visible  tag- 
ging system  for  parked  carSj  the  establishment  of  a  corps  of  Parking 
Meter  Supervisors  with  adequate  authority  and  reasonable  revisions 
in  parking  fee  structures  have  become  a  reality,  in  part  at  least,  as 
a  result  of  the  recommendations  of  this  Commission, 

In  the  Commission's  last  report  on  this  subject,  dated  May 
l4,  1970,  we  reported  that  between  I966  and  1969  parking  meter  re- 
ceipts had  dropped  by  12^  from  $963:,  307  to  $848,709,  while  during  the 
same  three -year  period  the  cost  of  the  parking  meter  program  in- 
creased almost  three -fold  from  $247,008  to  $696,820.   We  noted  in  that 
report  that  while  the  purpose  of  parking  meters  is  to  allocate  curb- 
side  parking  space  on  an  equitable  basis  and  not  to  raise  revenue, 
nevertheless,  any  soxond  parking  meter  program  should  be  self-sustain- 
ing.  Accordingly,  we  recommended  that  there  be  an  increase  in  park- 
ing meter  rates  to  meet  the  increased  costs  of  administration  and 
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enforcement  of  the  parking  meter  program  and  related  functions. 

Shortly  after  the  release  of  our  report  In  May  of  1970,  the 
Traffic  and  Parking  Department  annoimced  that  parking  meter  rates 
would  be  increased  within  the  Downtown  Area  as  we  had  recommended. 
It  now  seems  appropriate  to  report  on  the  results  of  the  parking 
meter  program  since  the  issuance  of  our  last  report. 

In  order  to  provide  a  more  comprehensive  analysis  of  the 
trends  in  the  parking  meter  program,  we  have  developed  statistics 
for  the  five-year  period  1966   to  1970. 

a.  Gross  Receipts  &  Earnings  Per  Meter 

1966,  the  first  full  year  of  the  vandal -res 1st ant  meter, 
still  proves  to  be  the  peak  year  for  meter  receipts.  Between  1966 
and  1969*  meter  revenue  dropped  by  11.9^  and  this  drop  was  reflected 
in  the  per  meter  income  on  a  daily  and  annual  basis.  There  was  no 
significant  variation  in  the  number  of  meters  during  this  period.   In 
1970,  gross  receipts  turned  up  as  did  per  meter  income.   It  must  be 
noted,  however,  that  an  increase  in  parking  meter  rates  came  into 
effect  during  this  year. 

PARKING  METER  RECEIPTS  FOR  THE  CITY  OP  BOSTON 


Year 

Total 
Receipts 

Total 
Meters 

Percentage 
Decrease 

Total  Income 
Per  Year 

Per  Meter 
Per  Day 

1966 

$963,306 

8144 

$118.28 

$  .416 

1967 

947,145 

8377 

1.7^ 

113.06 

.378 

1968 

863,337 

8119 

10.4^ 

106.33 

.354 

1969 

848,709 

7964 

11.9fo 

106.57 

.352 

1970 

912,043 

8035 

5.4^ 

113.51 

.377 

-  3  - 

b.   Downtovm  Area 

Downtown  Boston  showed  a  sharp  drop  in  parking  meter  income 
between  I966  and  1968.   However,  in  19^9^  meter  income  leveled  off 
and J  in  1970^  income  actually  increased. 

PARKING  METER  INCOME  PER  DAY  IN  THE  DOWNTOWN  AREA 


Year 

Income  Per  Meter  Per  Day 

Total 

Meters  On  Streets 

1966  • 

.509  cents 

5612 

1967 

.458   " 

5501 

1968 

.426  " 

5548 

1969 

.426  " 

5317 

1970 

.438  " 

5588 

During  the  last  few  years,  it  must  be  noted,  there  has  been 
a  large  amount  of  construction  in  downtown  Boston  and,  very  possibly, 
the  lack  of  growth  in  meter  income  can  be  attributed,  in  part  at 
least,  to  the  difficulty  of  maintaining  meters  in  or  near  construction 
sites.   The  breakdown  of  earnings  per  meter  for  the  Downtown  Area  by 
districts  is  as  follows: 


*  Downtown 

District   1966 


.546  cents 

.519 
.570 
.540 
.506 
.422 
.558 
.451 
.401 
.592 


1967 


1968 


1969 


1970 


.493  cents   .523  cents  .467  cents  .495  cents 


0 
1 
2 

3 
4 

5 
6 

7 
8 


.516 

.588 
.514 
.501 
.424 
.494 
.421 
.380 
.318 


.460 

.547 
.512 
.438 
.380 
.411 
.340 

.385 
.360 


.461 

.523 
.534 

.477 
.377 
.415 
.354 
.360 
.376 


.596 
.564 

.539 
.482 
.361 
.438 
.363 
.354 
.384 


*  ^ee  Appendix  1  for  delineation  of  respective  areas  of  downtown  dlstrs 
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£.   Suburban  Boston 

In  the  suburban  areas  of  the  city  there  has  been  a  steady, 
though  small,  decrease  in  meter  revenue  between  1966  and  1970,  except 
that  the  Roxbury  Area  showed  a  sharp  increase  in  per  meter  revenue  in 
1970.   The  breakdown  of  earnings  in  suburban  Boston  is  as  follows: 

EARNINGS  PER  METER  PER  DAY  (5-Cent  Meters) 
(Brookline  Ave.  &  Brlgham  Circle-10  Cents) 

Suburbs 1966 1967 1968 I969 1970 

Dorchester  .200  cents   .199  cents   .I83  cents   ..186  cents   .173  cents 

Roxbury     .175   "    .123   "    .162   "    .148   "    .280   " 

Brighton  ) 

So.  Boston) 

E.  Boston  ) 

W.  Roxbury)   .171  "    .162   "    .157   "    .151   "    .146   " 

Hyde  Park  ) 

d.   Off-street  Parking  Lots 

Off-street  parking  lots  have  realized  a  high  level  of  Income 
throughout  the  1966  to  1970  period.  The  per  meter  earnings  for  the 
Off-street  parking  lots  is  as  follows: 

EARNINGS  PER  METER  PER  DAY 

Parking  Lot    I966 1967 1968 1969 1970 

No.  End  (10^)  .500  cents   .519  cents   .482  cents   .495  cents  .527  cents 
Matt'pn  (59^  )  .209   "     .223   "     .240   "     .210   "    .239   " 

e_.      Parking  Fines* 

It  seemed  appropriate  for  us  to  include  in  this  report  on  the 
Boston  parking  meter  program,  trends  in  the  amount  of  parking 

*  A  list  of  fine  structures  for  parking  violations  in  several  major 
cities  appears  in  Appendix  6. 
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violation  fines  paid  by  motorists.   This  seems  particularly  relevant 
in  view  of  the  activities  of  our  Parking  Meter  Supervisor  Corps 
(meter  maids).   The  meter  maids  now  have  primary  enforcement  re- 
sponsibilities in  the  parking  meter  program.   Their  powers  were  ex- 
panded in  1968  to  include  authority  to  enforce  all  laws  relative  to 
parking  in  the  City  of  Boston.   The  meter  maid  program  seems  to  have 
had  a  favorable  effect  on  the  numbers  of  parking  tags  issued  and 
total  fines  collected.  Between  1966  and  1970^  the  total  number  of 
parking  tags  issued  city-wide  grew  from  973^952  to  1,37^^067  for  a 
net  increase  of  over  400,000.  During  this  same  period,  total  fines 
collected  for  parking  violations  grew  from  $2,3^7,645  to  $3,833^142 
-  a  jump  of  $1,465,497.  A  breakdown  of  all  relevant  parking  fine 
statistics  in  the  m\micipal  and  district  courts  throughout  the  City 
is  as  follows: 

PARKING  VIOLATION  FINES  AT  BOSTON  MUNICIPAL  COURT 


Year 

Parking  Violation 
Tags  Issued 

Summonses 
Issued 

Total  Pines  For 
Parking  Violations 

1966 

619,261 

157,791 

$1,863,023.00 

1967 

620,004 

189,282 

1,850,775.00 

1968 

667,632 

154,840 

1,903,513.00 

1969 

808,170 

181,896 

2,934,139.00 

1970 

859,128 

235,767 

2,715,099.00 

Iv 
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PARKING  VIOLATION  PIInTES   AT  DISTRICT   COURTS 


1 .   BRIGHTON 

Year 

Parking  Violation 
Tags  Issued 

Summonses 
Issued 

Total  Pines  For 
Parking  Violations 

1966 

■  49.078 

4,971 

$  43,855.00 

1967 

49,975 

5,853 

73,070.00 

1968 

51,927 

6,782 

104,185.00 

1969 

66,855 

7,271 

115,489.00 

1970 

112,250 

2 .   CHARLESTOWN 

7,892 

130,595.00 

Year 

Parking  Violation 
Tags  Issued 

Summonses 
Issued 

Total  Fines  For 
Parking  Violations 

1966 

*11,500 

2,588 

$16,398.00 

1967 

*11,000 

2,360 

15,995.00 

1968 

*10,200 

2,690 

23,511.00 

1969 

10,000 

2,439 

27,764.00 

1970 

7,300 

3.118 

23,868.00 

^Estimated  Total. 


3.   DORCHESTER 


Year 

Parking  Violation 
Tags  Issued 

S\Ammonses 
Issued  . 

Total  Fines  For 
Parking  Violations 

1966 

38,122 

5,424 

$  46,739.00 

1967 

37,317 

6,393 

58,389.00 

1968 

43,800 

7,427 

57,700.00 

1969 

52,370 

8,162 

100,254.00 

1970 

63,000 

8,779 

66,639.00 

(\ 
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4.  EAST  BOSTON 


Year 

Parking  Violation 
Tags  Issued 

Si-immonses 
Issued 

Total  Fines  For 
Parking  Violations 

1966* 

15,250 

5,200 

$40,200.00 

1967* 

18,500 

5,500 

52,000.00 

1968* 

18,574 

5.541 

52,132.00 

1969* 

14,010 

5,122 

35,552.00 

1970* 

10,761 

3,000 

31,044.00 

*  All  totals  estimated. 


5.   ROXBURY 

Year 

Parking  Violation 
Tags  Issued 

Summonses 
Issued 

Total  Fines  For 
Parking  Violations 

1966 

191,991 

*12,000 

$276,530.00 

1967 

,205,895 

*15,000 

267,509.00 

1968 

213,985 

*19,000 

331,707.00 

1969 

■'242,360 

*35,287 

455,117.00 

1970 

267,872 

*112,68l 

741,130.00 

*Estimated  total. 


6.   SOUTH  BOSTON 


Year 

Parking  Violation 
Tags  Issued 

S\jramonses 
Issued 

Total  Fines  For 
Parking  Violations 

1966 

23,750 

*4,591 

$43,512.00 

1967 

27,250 

*5,^1^ 

50,799.00 

1968 

30,750 

*5,469 

58,592.00 

1969 

31,750 

7,710 

80,592.00 

1970 

28,500 

8,206 

67,373.00 

^Estimated  total. 
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7.   WEST 

ROXBURY 

Year 

Parking  Violation 
Tags  Issued 

Sioramonses 
Issued 

Total  Fines  For 
Parking  Violations 

1966 

*25,000 

3,364 

$37,388.00 

1967 

*23,000 

4,269 

34,591.00 

1968 

32,750 

3,815 

27,661.00 

1969 

32,500 

4,141 

76,075.00 

1970 

25,256 

7,487 

57,394.00 

*Estimated  total. 

Between  I966  and  I969,  the  number  of  parking  tags  issued  and 
total  fines  collected  increased  in  most  District  Courts  in  a  manner 
similar  to  the  Boston  Municipal  Court.  However,  beginning  in  I969  and 
continuing  through  1970,  the  similarity  ended  with  the  District  Courts 
showing  a  decrease  while  the  Boston  Municipal  Court  continued  to  in- 
crease. 

f .   Security 

From  time  to  time  there  have  been  apparent  security  problems 
in  the  parking  meter  program.  Shortly  before  the  issuance  of  our  1970 
report  there  had  occurred  suspicious  and  unexplained  drops  in  meter 
receipts  in  certain  parts  of  the  City.  At  that  time  one  of  the 
primary  problem  areas  concerned  was  Back  Bay.  To  combat  this  problem 
the  Traffic  and  Parking  Department  engaged  the  services  of  a  private 
investigative  agency  to  check  areas  where  meter  revenue  had  fallen 
without  any  apparent  reason.  The  agency's  primary  concern  is  possible 
meter  breaks  on  the  street  but  is  also  responsible  for  insuring  the 
integrity  of  the  collection  process  as  well.  So  far  we  are  pleased 
to  report  that  the  Rhodes  meters,  purchased  in  I965,  have  proved 
vandal -resist ant. 
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£.•  The  New  Rockwell  Meter 

In  1970,  the  Finance  Conunission  expressed  concern  that  the 
City  had  chosen  to  purchase  a  substantial  number  of  new  meters  for 
the  Downtown  area  from  the  Rockwell  Company  rather  than  simply  adding 
to  its  inventory  of  proven  Rhodes  meters.  Contract  specifications 
were  drawn  so  as  to  permit  the  Rockwell  Company  to  participate  in  the 
bidding.  Although  the  Rockwell  meter  was  slightly  less  expensive ,  the 
Engineering  Division  of  the  Traffic  and  Parking  Department  had 
examined  it  and  had  reported  to  the  then  Commissioner  that  it  was 
unsatisfactory  from  a  maintenance  standpoint.  Despite  this  report j 
the  City  acquired  I50O  Rockwell  meters.   They  have  now  been  on  the 
streets  just  under  a  year.   In  just  that  limited  time,  the  warnings 
have  proved  true.   It  has  become  evident  that  the  Rockwell  meters 
cannot  be  repaired  on  the  street,  like  the  Rhodes  meter,  and  when 
taken  to  the  shop,  ordinary  repairs  and  replacements  require  two  or 
three  times  as  long  to  perform.   In  addition,  a  far  greater  stockpile 
of  spare  parts  is  required  to  keep  the  Rockwell  meters  in  operating 
condition.   In  this  instance,  dealing  with  the  low  bidder  would  seem 
to  have  been  penny-wise  and  pound-foolish. 

h.  Boston  Towing  Program 

In  1963*  after  disclosure  of  irregularities  in  the  towing 
program,  the  City  embarked  on  a  restricted  towing  program  whereby 
vehicles  be  towed  for  major  infractions  only.  Up  until  recently  all 
such  towing  was  conducted  by  the  Police  Department  and  fees  collected 
were  deposited  with  the  City  Treasurer. 
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Recently,  the  Boston  Towing  Program  was  strengthened  in  keep- 
ing with  a  more  vigorous  policy  of  parking  law  enforcement.   In  Novem- 
ber of  1970j  the  Traffic  and  Parking  Department  began  a  towing  program 
of  its  own  in  Downtown  Boston.  At  present  fifteen  tow  trucks  are  in 
operation  and  will  tow  for  all  major  infractions  called  in  by  meter 
maids  and  police  officers.  There  is  evidence  that  this  program  is 
aiding  the  flow  of  traffic  in  some  of  our  more  congested  streets. 
The  Police  Department  still  operates  its  own  tow  truck  in 
the  Downtown  and  Beacon  Hill  districts  which  will  tow  for  non-meter 
violations  and  responds,  most  particularly,  to  requests  from  the  Fire 
and  Public  Works  Department.   In  the  suburbs  towing  is  not  performed 
for  any  parking  violations,  but  only  for  emergencies,  accidents  and 
snow  removal.  This  towing  is  done  by  private  operators  and  is  paid 
by  the  owner  or  insurer  of  the  motor  vehicle. 

The  towing  statistics  for  1971  are  as  follows: 

Traffic  and  Parking  Department 9,113   vehicles 

Police  Department .1,889    " 

Total  vehicles  towed 11,662 

As  earlier,  all  towing  monies  collected  by  the  City  are 
turned  over  to  the  City  Treasurer  and  placed  in  a  general  revenue 
account. 

i..  Street  Cleaning  Considerations 

Boston  deserves  its  unenviable  reputation  as  a  municipal 
leader  in  the  field  of  litter  and  dirty  streets.  The  Public  Works 
Department,  at  least  on  paper,  seems  to  have  a  satisfactory  street 
sweeping  schedule.  Most  downtown  streets  boast  signs  which  state 
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hours  when  street  sweepers  are  supposed  to  perform  their  job.   Un- 
fortunatelyj  at  those  times  important  sections  of  those  streets  are 
apt  to  be  blocked  to  the  sweepers  by  parked  vehicles  --  especially  in 
the  residential  neighborhoods.   As  a  result^  one  is  apt  to  find  the 
sweepers  running  aimlessly  down  the  center  strip  when  the  gutters  are 
packed  with  litter.   This  is  a  costly  and  inefficient  use  of  complex 
and  expensive  equipment.   If  the  City  is  to  continue  to  rely  on  street 
sweepers,  then  we  must  ruthlessly  enforce  reasonable  prohibitions  on 
parking  so  that  the  sweepers  may  get  into  the  curb  and  do  their  job. 
It  is  suggested  that  a  task  force  consisting  of  representatives  of 
the  Police  Department,  the  Traffic  and  Parking  Department  and  the 
Sanitation  Division  of  the  Public  Works  Department  be  appointed  to 
serve  under  the  direction  of  a  chairman  appointed  by  the  Mayor  with 
full  powers  to  coordinate  the  street  sweeping  function  in  the  Down- 
town area.   Only  by  establishing  complete  cooperation  of  all  the 
departments  involved  under  tough  and  decisive  leadership  will  the 
streets  of  Boston  become  clean. 

J_.   CONCLUSION 

From  a  purely  financial  standpoint,  Boston's  parking  meter 
program  seems  to  be  in  a  recovery  phase.  Whether  the  program  is 
successful  in  the  more  significant  sense  that  it  allocates  r'ationally 
the  City's  curbside  parking  supply  is  a  more  difficult  question  to 
answer.   However  successful  our  program  may  be,  it  should  be 
constantly  reviewed  in  terms  of  the  particular  requirements  of  each 
retail  and  residential  district.   The  program  must  be  flexible  enough 
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to  permit  a  resonably  fast  turnover  of  spaces  in  the  Downtown  and 
Back  Bay  retail  areas,  for  example,  but  a  more  generous  time  limit 
in  the  residential  areas,  particularly  for  persons  who  live  there. 
In  order  to  avoid  making  mistakes,  the  Traffic  and  Parking  Department 
should  maintain  continuous  liaison  with  civic  and  commercial  neighbor- 
hood groups  and  consider  their  special  problems  and  characteristics 
with  care.  Once  a  policy  is  agreed  upon,  the  City  must  be  prepared 
to  enforce  it  vigorously.  The  ultimate  success  of  the  program,  not 
to  mention  public  confidence  and  cooperation,  is  seriously  hurt  when 
certain  persons  appear  able  to  violate  these  laws  with  impunity.  For 
example,  double  and  triple  parking  can  be  observed  regularly  along 
Newbury  Street  and  there  does  not  seem  to  be  much  of  any  effort  to 
prevent  this  from  happening.   In  the  Downtown  area,  no  parking  is 
supposed  to  be  allowed  along  Tremont  Street  between  School  and  West 
Streets,  but  it  is  a  rare  day  when  there  are  not  cars  and  trucks  at 
the  easterly  curb  in  this  area.  These  are  only  two  examples  of 
apparent  laxity  of  enforcement.  There  are  doubtless  others*.  So  long 
as  such  notorious  violations  occur,  it  will  be  difficult  to  convince 
the  public  that  parking  laws  and  regulations  are  to  be  taken  serious- 
ly. Certainly  increased  rates,  recently  implemented,  should  tend 
to  have  this  effect.   In  the  long  run,  however,  the  meter  rates  must 
be  maintained  at  sufficiently  high  levels  to  discourage  meter-feeding 
and  promote  turnover  -  especially  in  the  retail  areas.  Otherwise, 
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there  will  be  an  Insufficient  supply  and  traffic  increased  as  drivers 
hiint.  for  spaces. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

Lawrence  T.  Perera,  Chairman, 

Joseph  P.  McNamara, 

Russell  S.  Codman,  Jr., 

Frederick  R.  H.  Witherby, 
THE  FINANCE  COMMISSION. 

Thomas  J.  Murphy, 
Executive  Secretary. 
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APPEl^TDIX  I 
STREET  LIMITS  OF  THE  DOWITOUN  DISTRICT 
Area  0  «'*-  Area  bounded  by  Charles  St.  -  North  Station  -  Fitzgerald 

Expressway  -  Government  Center  -  Court  St.  -  Tremont  St.  " 

Beacon  St.  -  and  Embankment  Rd ,  (North  &  West  Ends  &  Govt. 

Center) 
Area  1  —  Area  bounded  by  Court  St.  -  Harbor  Area  -  Congress  St, 

Bromfield  St.  -  Tremont  St.  and  Somerset  St.  (Financial  Dist, 
Area  2  -—  Area  bounded  by  Congress  St.  -  Dorchester  Ave.  -  E.  Berkeley 

St.  -  Tremont  St.  -  Stuart  St.  -  Charles  St.  -  Beacon  St.  - 

Park  St.  -  Bromfield  St.  -  Washington  St.  and  Milk  St. 

(Retail  &  Wholesale  Dists.) 
Area  3  -—  Area  bounded  by  Beacon  St.  -  Arlington  St.  -  Boylston  St.  - 

Berkeley  St.  -  E.  Berkeley  St.  -  Shavmiut  Ave.  -  Tremont  St,  - 

Stuart  St.  and  Charles  St.  (Park  Sq.  Dist.) 
Area  h   — •  Area  bounded  by  Berkeley  St.  -  Warren  Ave.  -  W.  Newton  St.  - 

and  Boylston  St.  (Copley  Sq.  Dist.) 
Area  5  "—  Area  bounded  by  W.  Newton  St.  -  Columbus  Ave.  "  Camden  St.  - 

Huntington  Ave.  -  Forsyth  Way  -  Fenway  -  Boylston  St.  and 

Massachusetts  Ave.  (Back  Bay  &  So.  End) 
Area  6  - —  Area  bounded  by  Exeter  St.  -  Boylston  St.  -  Arlington  St. 

and  Charles  River  (Back  Bay  Dist.) 
Area  7  — —  Area  bounded  by  Exeter  St.  -  Boylston  St.  -  Massachusetts 

Ave.  and  Charles  River  (Back  Bay  Dist.) 
Area  8  — -  Area  bounded  by  Exeter  St.  -  Boylston  St.  -  Massachusetts 

Ave.  and  Charles  River  (Kenmore  Sq.  Dist.) 
Area  9  —- '  Area  bounded  by  Charles  River  -  Charlesgate  West  -  Beacon 

St.  -  St.  Mary's  St.  «  Commonwealth  Ave.  -  Brighton  Ave.  - 

back  to  Granby  St. 
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APPEITOIX  I   -  Fa^e   2 


STREET   LIMITS  OF   PARKING   LOTS 

North  End 

Lot  r'l  — —  Area  bounded  by  No,  Washington  St.  and  Traverse  St, 
Lot  Vi'2  — —  Area  bounded  by  Cross  St.,  Blackstone  St.  and  North  St. 

Mattapan,  — -  Area  bounded  by  Blue  Hill  Ave,,  River  St,  -  boward  north' 
east, 

TOTAL  PARKING  METER  SUPERVISORS  IN  BOSTON 

1966  23 

1967  32 

1968  31    (Nov.  -  additional  35) 

1969  66 

1970  68 

1971  68    (To  Date) 
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MDDC  6. 
Page  1. 

MAJOR  PARKING 

VIOLATION  PINES 

IN  SELECTED  CITIES 

> 

1971 

VIOLATION 

BOSTON 
MASS. 

PHILA. 
PA. 

WASH. 
D.G. 

ST.  LOUIS 

MO. 

*(1)  CLEVELAND 
OHIO 

Within 
48  hrs. 

after 
48  hrs 

Hydrant 

$15 

$6 

$5 

$10 

$  6 

$10 

Fire  Station 
Entrance 

15 

6 

5 

10 

6 

10 

Double 
Parking 

15 

6 

5 

10 

6 

10 

Weather 
Emergency 

15 

6 

25 

10 

15 

Within 
Intersection 

15 

6 

10 

6 

10 

Restricted 

10 

6 

5 

10 

6 

10 

Meter  -  Fee 
Space  -  Over- 
time 

5 

6 

3 

3 

6 

10 

Bus  Stop 

10 

6 

5 

10 

6 

10 

Taxi  Stand 

10 

6 

5 

10 

6 

10 

Loading  Zone 

10 

6 

5 

10 

6 

10 

Crosswalk 

10 

6 

5 

10 

6 

10 

Sidewalk 

10 

6 

5 

10 

6 

10 

Driveway 

10 

6 

5 

10 

6 

10 

Safety  Zone 

10 

6 

5 

10 

6 

10 

*(l)  Cleveland,  Ohio  -  during  rush  hour  all  violations  are  $10 
within  48  hours  and  $15  after  48  hours  in  downtown  area. 


APPENDIX  6. 
Pa; '6  2. 


MAJOR 

PARKING  VIOLAT: 

[ON  PINES  IN  SELI 

CCTED 

CITIES 

1971 

VIOLATION 

MILWAUKEE 
WIS. 

*(3)  BALTIMORE 
MD. 

-Impou 
area 

DETROIT 

MICH. 

on        *(2jtow 
time  late  zone 
$5   $10   $15 

impounded  non- 
area 

.nded 

Hydrant 

$12 

$  7 

$15 

Fire  Station 
Entrance 

5 

10 

27 

27 

15 

Double 
Parking 

5 

10    15 

(      12 
(*(4)  27 

4 
27 

15 

W t^o,  01  lei. 

Emergency 

17 

17 

15 

Within 
Intersection 

15 

Restricted 

5 

10    15 

5 

Meter  -  Fee 
Space  -  Over- 
time 

Bus  Stop 

5 
5 

10 
10 

12    (  ,    7 

(*(5)  4 

27          12 

5 
15 

Taxi  Stand 

5 

10 

5 

Loading  Zone 

5 

10 

12 

4 

5 

Crosswalk 
Sidewalk 

5 

5 

10 
10 

(      12 
(*(6)  27 

4 
27 

10 
5 

Driveway 

5 

10    15 

12 

12 

10 

Safety  Zone 

5 

10 

15 

*(2)  Milwaukee,  Wis.  -  Tow  Zone  -  if  towed  add  $10  to  fine. 

*(3)  Baltimore,  Md.  -  $2  Service  Charge  included  in  Fines, 
(impounded  area  is  tow  area.) 

*(4)  Impede  Traffic. 

*(5)  Meter  Violation  in  residential  area. 

*(6)  Impede  pedestrians. 


